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LONDON, DECEMBER 29, 1877. 





Motes for the Ensuing Week. 


Dec. 31.—Last day for depositing estimates for undertakings at 
Private Bill Office. 
» » Quarter Sessions this week. 
Jan. 1.—Solicitors Act, 1877 ; Crown Office Act, 1877; Canal Boats 
Act, 1877, come into operation. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tar Jupars’ Cuampers Committe, consisting of the 
lord Chief Justice of England, Mr. Justice Lush, Mr. 
Justice Field, and Mr. Justice Fry, is still engaged in 
taking evidence, and at the sitting yesterday Sir F. 
Pollock, Mr. E. F. Burton, President of the Incorporated 
law Society, and several London solicitors and managing 
derks were examined. 





Tuz NEW REGULATIONS under the Solicitors’ Act 
of last session provide for the annual appointment 


_ by the Council of the Incorporated Law Society of 


acommittee, the members of which are to be examiners, 
and, with the assistance of one of the masters of the 
Gommon Law Divisions of the,High Court and (if they 
think proper to resort to such assistance) of paid ex- 
aminers to be appointed by the council, are ‘to conduct 
‘the intermediate and final examinations of articled clerks, 
It is understood that the committee will be assisted by 
paid examiners. The preliminary examinations will also 
be conducted under the supervision of this committee. 
There are, as heretofore, to be four preliminary, four 
intermediate, and four final examinations in the year. 
The subjects of examination remain unchanged, except 
that reading aloud is omitted in the preliminary, and 
‘book-keeping in the intermediate examination. It will 
be remembered that in the definition of the term 
“final examination” in the Act, moral unfitness is 
Tecognized as a reason for refusing the certificate, and 
Provision is made by the rules for inquiry by the com- 
‘mittee into any allegation as to the moral unfitness 
of any candidate at the final examination. 


ALTHOVGH THE YEAR ABOUT TO CLOSE must ‘be pro- 
nounced, on the whole, rather barren in legal events, it 
has been far from unimportant in experience of the 
working of the Judicature reforms. It has proved, 
fin the first place, that the provision for appeals is 
thoroughly satisfactory. We have an intermediate 
ourt of Appeal fully equal to keeping down 
the business sent to it, and possessing in a 
igh degree the confidence of the profession. 
The final Court of Appeal, since its reconstruction, 
has but one defect—it keeps tho highest judicial 
talent comparatively unemployed. As regards the High 
Court, the result of increased experience of the new 
‘system of pleading and procedure is equally favour- 
Able, It not only strangles at an early stage unde- 

actions and compels parties to show their hands, 
*butit has avhieved the triumph of pushing a chancery 
Astion:through the several stages of writ, pleading, notice 


of trial and hearing in less than two months—a result 
which approaches as near to a legal millennium ascould 
well be expected. The continued influx to the Chancery 
Division of the class of actions handed over to Mr. 
Justice Fry, and the increasing frequency of trials in the 
Common Law Divisions before a judge without a jury, 
indicate a preference for that mode of trial which is 
likely to become more marked when the. single-judge 
system introduced by the Appellate Jurisdiction Act in 
the Common Law Divisions has become more fully 
developed. ‘With the further extension of that system, 
and the abolition of sittings in Banco, which must sooner 
or later come, there is also likely to come some relief to 
the main grievance still alleged—the arrears of causes 
waiting for trial. 

As to the growth of English law during the year, 
there is little to be said. The last session produced 
| several important administrative Acts, such as the 
| Prisons Act and the Solicitors’ Examination Act; bat, 

as regards alterations in the substance of the law, it 
| was almost a blank. There were two or three compara- 
| tively small changes in real property law, an amendment 
of the Factors Acts, and a useful consolidation of the 

Settled Estates Acts, but little more. Nor can we point 

to many judicial decisions of wide-reaching scope or great 
| importance. The recently devised doctrine of the fiduciary 
relationship of the promoter has been again laid down; 
; and the doctrine of contempt of court, which at one 
| time ‘threatened to assume alarming proportions, has 
| been opportunely checked by the Court of Appeal, 
| which, in reversing a singular decision of Vice-Chancellor 
| Malins, stated that ‘‘ the exercise of this arbitrary juris- 
; diction ought to be most jealously and carefully 
| guarded”; that a court “ought not to resort to it, 
except in cases where no other remedy is to be found” ; 
and that it was “‘a power which ought oaly to be 
/ used in extreme cases.” It is in lengthy criminal 
| inquiries and in ecclesiastical law cases that the 
year has been mainly memorable. The case of Clifton 
v. Ridsdale has probably settled for some time the 
questions as to external observances; and the case of the 
Rev. Arthur Tooth, who, after being “attached by his 
body until he should have made satisfaction for his con- 
| tempt,” succeeded in placing his heel on the neck of 
| Lord Penzance, has brought home to the public at large 
a profound conviction of the mysterious uncertainty of 
ecclesiastical law. 








Is THERE NoT some danger that the rule of equity 
| that an absolute order for foreclosure may be opened 
in case of hardship on a proper case being shown 
| within a reasonable time will be pushed to an inmcon- 
| venient and unreasonable length? In Campbell v. 
| Holyland (26 W. R. 109) the Master of the Rolls 
| allowed a person, to whom the plaintiff in a fore- 
| closure action, some months after an order for abso- 
lute foreclosure had been made, ‘had transferred his 
mortgage securities, to be added as a party to the 
action, on ‘the ground that, “‘under the old practice, an 
order for foreclosure was never really absolute, although 
it was called so. . . . If ‘such an application 
[i.e to re-open the foreclosure] be made within a 
reasonable time the suit must be-considered as still 
going on, for the application is to.make [gy. vary] 
an order which is indeed final in terms, not dfiaal 
in reality. I do not think that, under those circam- 
stances, the suit can be treated as terminated.” Weare 
informed that subsequently—viz , on the 30th ult.—the 
learned judge opened the foreclosure in this case,-on 
the ground that the assignee then before the court was 
not before the court at the date of the order for fore- 
closure. But for the authority on which the information 
has reached us, we should have doubted whether the 
learned Master of the Rolls, with all his belief in the 
non-absoluteness of a foreclosure deeree, would first of all 
allow parties to be added on the grownd that the order 
9 
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might possibly be opened, and then open the order 
on the ground that parties had been added. The casesin 
which an absolute decree has been opened are well known. 
The applicant is required to account satisfactorily for 
non-payment at the proper time, and thishe may do by 
showing (see Fisher, p. 1055) that he expected to have 
the money ready, a treaty having already been com- 
menced with a proposed assignee; or by showing ignor- 
ance or misinformation, fraud or oppression, accident or 
illness, or temporary poverty, or irregularity in the con- 
duct of the suit prior to the order absolute. We are 
not aware that any circumstances of this kind were 
alleged in Campbell v. Holyland, and we shall look with 
interest for the report of the case. It is all very well 
for the learned judge to say, as he said on the motion to 
add the parties, that in some cases the law “‘ may be 
hard on the mortgagee; but now that a mortgagee 
may sell, if he prefers to wait, and tries to get more by 
foreclosing, he must be prepared to run this risk of 
having the decree re-opened”; the question is not 
altogether, or perhaps mainly, as to the hardship on the 
mortgagee of this doctrine, but as to its effect on the 
sale or improvement of land which has been foreclosed. 





Mr. Herscuet1, Q.C., has obtained for the House of 
Commons a return of the salaries and fees received 
during the year 1876 by the registrars of the 131 county 
courts which exercise bankruptcy jurisdiction, showing 
the amount of the receipts of each registrar from his 
fixed salary, from admiralty fees and bankruptcy 
fees, from fees under schedule B of the Treasury 
Order, October 16, 1875, and in the capacity of 
district registrar under the Judicature Acts. It 
should be mentioned that an allowance for clerk 
hire is only made where the number of plaints entered 
in a court in the year exceed 6,000, and then only 
for the duties required to be performed prior to 1857; 
aud that in all cases the district registrars pay their own 
clerks. The total amount of the remuneration paid to 
the registrars of the 131 courts during 1876 was £36,547. 
The total number of debtors’ summonses in bankruptcy 
issued, and bankruptcy and liquidation petitions filed in 
the courts in question was 11,134, as against 2,929 in 
the London court. The smallest sum received in respect 
of bankruptcy fees during the year was that of £27 by 
the registrar of the Newbury court, who had to deal 
with only one bankruptcy petition, seven liquidation 
petitions, and one debtors’ summons in bankruptcy. 
The highest amounts were paid at Birmingham and 
at Manchester, in each of which places there are two 
county court registrars. In the former town the amount 
of bankruptcy remuneration was £2,027; the total remu- 
neration of the registrars being £3,566, with £2,451 for 
clerk hire; while at Manchester the bankruptcy fees were 
£2,017, the registrars having received altogether £2,768, 
with £1,390 for clerks. At Liverpool the two registrars 
do not appear to have received any remuneration beyond 
the fixed salary of £2,100, though they were allowed 
£2,605 for clerks. Birmingham takes the lead of all 
the other courts in respect of bankruptcy business, 
there having been thirty-nine petitions filed in bank- 
ruptey, 476 liquidation petitions, and thirty-eight 
debtors’ summonses in bankruptcy. The admiralty 
business in these courts appears to have been very 
trifling, since only two districts produced more than 
£50 in fees during 1876, namely, Yarmouth with 
£87 in respect of fifty-five admiralty proceedings, 
and Hull with £75 in respect of thirty-one proceedings. 
The fees under schedule B of the Treasury Order of 
October, 1875 (which referred mainly to interlocutory 
as well as to the exercise of jurisdiction 
under the Judicature Acts, the Partition Acts, the 
Agricultural Holdings Act, and the Companies and 
Building Societies Acts), appear to have proved a source 
of considerable profit to some of the county court regis- 


——<—$——> 
have been paid at Birmingham, and £660 at Leo, 
The fees received by district registrars under the Jug. 
cature Act show great differences; under this 
only £2 was received at Dorchester, and the same sum, 
at Maidstone, while as much as £1,584 was received at 
the Birmingham District Registry. 





A CORRESPONDENT, who appears to have been diy 
himself during his‘ Christmas holidays with a diligent 
statistical investigation of the law reports, informs yy 
that a current impression as to the monotonous yj. 
formity of result of certain appeals in the C 
Division is unfounded. He finds that in th 
cases reported or digested in the recently com, 
pleted volume of the Werxty Reporrmr the 
decisions of Vice-Chancellor Malins were affirmed ip 
fourteen cases and reversed in thirteen cases; whils 
in appeals from the decisions of Sir James Bacon y 
Vice-Chancellor and Chief Judge, the judgment of tha 
learned judge was upheld in twenty-six cases and only 
reversed in fourteen cases. 








EQUITY OF REDEMPTION AND DOWER, 


The case of Dawson v. Bank of Whitehaven (26 W.R 
34, L. R. 6 Ch. D. 218) appears to set at rest, somewhat 
late in the day, a question under the old law of dower which 
had long been debated by real property lawyers. The 
point was this: whether a wife concurring in a mor! 
of her husband’s lands for the purpose of releasing her 
dower, and, without any indication of un ulterior purpos, 
retained, subject to the mortgage, her right to 
and in virtue of that right an equity to redeem, not- 
withstanding the equity of redemption might be limited 
to the husband alone. It is probably not too muchto 
say that the prevalent opinion among conveyancers was 
that she had sucharight. That opinion was founded 
on the principle expressed by Thompson, B., in Corbet 
v. Barker (1 Anst. 138), when, speaking of the effect of 
a reservation of the equity of redemption in a way 
different from the previous title, he says ‘‘it has long 
been ruled that such a reservation in a fine levied com- 
pletely diverso intuitu shall not, without an express 
declaration of such intention, carry the estate in a new 
channel.” We find, accordingly, various text-writers of 
repute maintaining that the right to dower subsists, 
Mr. Coote says it is the general rule that the wife's con 
currence in a mortgage of dowerable lands shall not 
prejudice her right to redeem on her husband's death, 
although the equity of redemption be limited to the 
husband and his heirs. Mr. Roper (H. & W., 2nd ed, 
p. 237) uses language of an unreserved kind, which 
may indicate that he was of the same opinion ; and his 
learned editor, Mr. Jacob, is explicit on the point: 
“Tf the declaration of the uses of the fine importsa 
grant of the fee, the wife’s right to dower is absolutely 
barred at law; but if the fine was levied only to confirm 
a mortgage, and no further purpose be expressed, it seems 
that its effect will in equity be confined to that purpose, 
and that the wife will continue dowerable subject to the 
mortgage.” Mr. Coventry has an elaborate note in his edi- 
tion of Powell on Mortgages, in which he arrives at the 
conclusion that if the wife concurs with her husband in a 
fine for the purpose of improving his mortgagee’s title, the 
mortgage deed containing no limitation of the estate 
beyond the security, and reserving the equity of 
tion to the husband alone, then the fine levied by the 
will operate for the security of the mortgagee alone, and 
not absolutely to bar her of dower or jointure as 
the husband's heir, volunteer, or purchaser. This dis- 
sertation of Mr. Coventry's is again referred to by him 
in a note to Watkins’ Conveyancing. The same 
is stated by Mr. Tudor (R. P. O. p. 65). And, lastly, the 
editor of Davidson's Precedents (Vol. IL. p. 450, 4th ed.) 





trars, since under this head the sum of £839 appears to 


makes the following perplexing statement: “ If a mort- 
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~is made after marriage with the wife’s concur- 
: she has a right of redemption ; whether or not she 
entitled to dower is a moot point”; adding that the 
ster opinion seems to be that she is entitled to dower. 
fail to understand how she could have a right to 
except by virtue of her right to dower. Most, if 
got all, of these writers find authority for their view in 
the expressions of Lord Redesdale in Jackson v. Innes, 
Bli. 104), which are dealt with by the Court of Appeal 
inthe case before us; and, with the exception of those 
sions, we have not found that any authority 
to in the text. books goes to the particular appli- 
tation of the principle above adverted to. 
Qn the other hand, Mr. Jarman says in broad 
jams it is well settled that there is no dower out 
of an equity of redemption. He refers to Darcy v. 
Blake (2 Sch. & Lef. 387), where Lord Redesdale 
qunciates the other principle, which has now been 
determined to be the governing principle in the matter. 
He says: “The general principle on which courts of 
ity have proceeded in cases of dower is, that dower 
is to be considered as a mere legal right; and that 
ty ought not to create the right where it does not 
mbsist at law; that, therefore, there can be no dower of 
an equity of redemption reserved upon a mortgage 
in fee made by the husband before marriage. 
The difficulty in which the courts of equity have 
been involved with respect to dower, I apprehend, 
originally arose thus: they had assumed, as a prin- 
giple in acting upon trusts, to follow tre law; and 
acording to this principle, they ought, in all cases 
where rights attached on legal estates, to have attached 
the same rights upon trusts; and consequently to have 
given dower of an equitable estate. It was found, 
however, that in cases of dower, this pr*nciple, if 
pursued to the utmost, would affect the titles to a large 
proportion of the estates in the country; for that 
persons had been acting on the footing of dower upon 
a contrary principle, and had supposed that by the 
creation of a trust the right of dower would be pre- 
vented from attaching.’ These observations of Lord 
Redesdale were regarded by Mr. Jarman, and, no doubt, 
ao by Mr. Fisher, who takes Mr. Jarman’s view, as 
governing cases where the equity of redemption is 
created during coverture; but they were capable of 
being taken to refer only to ordinary trust estates, in- 
duding equities of redemption, created before coverture, 
which was the actual case then before the court. 
Therefore, seiting aside Jackson v. Innes, it could not, 
up to the present time, be said that there were extant 
even any clear dicta, as there were certainly no re'iable 
decisions, determining which of the two rules of equity 
in question prevailed in the particular case in which they 
come in conflict. Dawson v. Bank of Whitehaven 
might, probably, also have been decided on its own cir- 
cumstances without settling the point; but the court 
chose rather to proceed upon the general ground. The 
words of Lord Redesdale in Jackson v. Innes, which 
had been so often appealed to, received a clear and satis- 
factory explanation. They contain a statement of the first 
of the two principles mentioned above; brt do not touch 
the case when the two principles conflict. The passage 
is too long to cite, but it is set out in the reported judg- 
Ment of the Master of the Rolls, The misinterpreta- 
tion of it had lain in neglecting the rule reddere singula 
tingulis, and in overlooking the peculiarity of the 
Teservation of the equity of redemption in the case cited 
by Lord Redesdale. ‘Lord Justice Cotton says: “I 
think Lord Redesdale must mean this, that if the limita- 
tion (i.¢., of the equity of redemption of her husband's 
estate) is to the wife, it will not alter the property. She 
may redeem, but she may redeem only for the purpose 
of securing to herself that which, but for the form of 
limitation, she could not have got, viz., her dower.” 











Geweral Caurresponvdence. 
** Re Cumemorsnen:—Tuasian We do not give 
legal opinions. 


— 


THE MIDDLESEX REGISTRY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Will you permit me to say, with reference to the 
remarks on this subject in your last number, that no- 
thing was farther from my meaning than to disparage 
the administration of the Middlesex Registry? The 
lexicographical index was an immense improvement, and, 
in my opinion, well earned its extra fee. I feel sure that 
under the present deputy-registrar (to whom, I believe, 
the credit of that index belongs) the best is made of the 
present system. I never found 2 difference of opinion 
on that point. 

Neither have I found any as regards the cumbrous- 
ness of that system notwithstanding; which is apt to 
lead, in cases where expedition or economy is an object, 
to partial search, or neglect of it altogether, at the risk 
of the client, or the solicitor, or both. Idid not think 
it necessary to enlarge on these well-known facts, and I 
desired not to trespass unduly on your space. For the 
same reason I did not refer to the fact (as I believe it to 
be) that two-thirds of the fees now fall into the public 
revenue. Here we havea fund most properly applicable 
to the re-construction of the index, an operation which 
would be costly, involving great labour, minute care, 
and, of course, adequate remuneration to the persons 
employed in it. 

I agree that pressure from without is needed ; pres- 
sure, not on the Registry Office, but on the Government, 
which takes two-thirds of the tax; nor need the change 
work damage to any subsisting private interests. It 
would be well, at the same time, to clear away, by com- 
petent authority, doubts and difficulties which have been 
fastened on the Act, a collection whereof may be found 
in the latest edition of Mr. Dart’s Vendors and Pur- 
chasers. 

Compulsory registration, either of deeds or of title, 
throughout the country must come sooner or later. 
Meanwhile, I cannot agree that the Middlesex Registry 
is useless; it does, as a fact, afford some protection 
against fraud. For my part, I should like to see regis- 
tration extended to the suburban parts of Surrey, Kent, 
and Essex, on a system fitted to the circumstances of 
our day. A 








Dr. A. J. Stephen, Q.C., bas given an opinion as to the 
liability of a clergyman forbidien by the Bishop of Lincoln 
to administer the Holy Communion in unfermented wine. 
The questions submitted were as follow:—l. Is there any 
law or canon which requires Holy Communion to be admin- 
istered in the fermented juice of the grape? 2. Is the 
administration in unferneated wine a breach of the law of 
the Church, as stated by the Bishop of Lincoln, or of the 
law of the land? 3. Has the bishop of the diocese the 
power to prohibit the administering of the Holy Com- 
munion in unfermented wine ? 4. What penalty would the 
rector incur if he took no notice of the bishop’s prohibition 
and continued to use the unfermented juice of the grape? 
5. And generally on the position of the rector in the matter. 
Dr. Stephen points out that the substantial question must be 
determined on the use of the word “wine,” which occurs 
ten times in the office for Holy Communion and twice in 
the catechism. The fruit of the vine must be used, but 
neither in Scripture nor the Prayer-book is the nature of 
the wine accurately laid down, As a matter of doctrine it 
would seem indifferent, but if the courts held the Bishop 
of Lincoln's view as to what constituted wine the rector 
would be liable to monition, and possibly to the bishop’s 
costs, Buthe did not think that the question was so free 
from doubt as that the act of the rector in using unfermented 
wine can be legitimately stigmatized as scandalous and 
i'legal. 
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THE SOLICITORS ACT, 1877. 
REGULATIONS MADE BY THE IncorPoraTeD Law Socrgry, 


Interpretation.] Terms used in these regulations 
have (unless inconsistent with the context) the same 
meanings as they have in the Solicitors Act, 1877 :— 
“The Council” means the Council for the time being of 

- the Incorporated Law Society ; “the secretary ’’ means 
the secretary for the time being of the society; and 
“the registrar’ means the Registrar of Solicitors. 


Examination CoMMITTEE. 


1. Appointment and proceedings of committee.] There 
shall-be appointed, in the month of January in the year 
1878, and in every succeeding year, by the council, an 
examination committee, hereinafter called ‘‘ the com- 
mittee,” consisting of such number (not less than five 
not more than nine) of members of the council as the 
council may determine. 

The members of the committee shall hold office until 
the appointment of the’r successors, and any member 
of the committee shall be eligible for re-appointment. 

A casual vacancy in the committee may be at any 
time filled by the council, but a person appointed to fill 
a casual vacancy shall hold o‘fice so long only as the 
person in whose stead he is appointed would have held 
office if the vacancy had not occurred. 

The committee may elect a chairman of their meet- 
ings and generally may make srch regulations for 
the conduct of their business as they may see fit; but 
no business shall be transacted at any meeting unless at 
least three members are present. 

2. Masters of Queen’s Bench, &c., Divisions to be ex- 
officio members.] Such master of the Queen’s Bench or 
Common Pleas or Exchequer Division of the High Court 
of Justice as may be from time to time nominated by 
the masters of those divisions shall be an ex-officio mem- 
ber of the committee for such period as the masters may 
in each case determine, aud shall have power to act and 
vote on the committee. 

3. Powers and duties of committee.] The members of 
the committee shall be examiners, and, with the assist- 
ance of one of the said masters as ex-officio examiner (so 
long as the said masters coniinue to act as ex-officio 
examiners), and with the assistance (so far as they may 
think proper to resort to the same) of the examiners 
to be appointed by the council, as hereinafter men- 
tioned, shall conduct the intermediate and final examina- 
tions. 

The preliminary examinations shall be conducted 
under the supervision of the committee, as hereinafter 
mentioned. 

The committee shall have such powers and duties, in 
addition to those conferred or imposed on them by these 
regvlations, in reference to the examinations held under 
these regulations as may be from to time delegated to 
them by the council. 


Pam Examinens. 

4. Appointment.] The council may from time to time, 
by resolution, appoint such competent persons as they 
may see fit to be examiners to assist the committee in 
the preliminary, intermediate, and final examinations, 
and the council may at pleasure remove any examiner 
80 appointed. 

5. emuneration.] There shall be paid toevery ex- 
sininer so appointed, not being a member of the com- 
mittee or of the council, out of the fees received by the 
society from candidates for examination, such remunera- 
tion as the council may from time to time, by resolution, 
prescribe. 


Paretiminany EXAMINATION. 


6. Time.] Four preliminary examinations shall be 
held in each year, (that is to say) one in each of the 


days in those months respectively as the committee: may 
appoint. 
7 Place, and mode of conduct.] The preliminary ex. 
aminations shall be conducted either by the examiner 
appointed under thesé regulations personally in the halp 
of the society, or in such other place as the committes 
may from time to time appoint, or by two local solicitors 
to be appointed by the committee, in the following towns 
or some of them, and at such place or places in those 
towns as the said local solicitors may in each cage 
specify :—Birmingham, Bristol, Cambridge, Cardiff 
Carlisle, Carmarthen, Chester, Durham, Exeter, Lancag. 
ter, Leeds, Lincoln, Liverpool, Manchester, Newcastle. 


Swansea, Worcester, and York. 

8. Subjects.] The preliminary examinations shall be 
on the following subjects (namely) :—(1) Writing from 
dictation; (2) writing a short English composition ; (3) 
arithmetic: the first four rules, simple and compound, 
the rule of three, and decimal and vulgar fractions; 
(4) geography of Europe and history of England; (5) 
Latin—elementary ; (6) and any two languages to be 
selected by the candidate out of the following six, 
namely: (1) Latin; (2) Greek—ancient; (3) French; 
(4) German; (5) Spanish; (6) Italian. 

At least five.-months before the day appointed for 
holding any preliminary examination the committee 
shall furnish to the secretary of the society, or to such 
other officer as the council may direct, a list of the 
books selected by them for the examination of candi- 
dates in the said six languages, and the secretary or 
such officer shall furnish a copy to any person applying 
for the sate. 

9. Notice by candidates.] Every candidate shall, at 
least thirty days before the date of the preliminary ex. 
amination at which he proposes to be examined, give 
written notice to the secretary or such other officer as 
the council may direct, of his desire to be examined, and 
shall state in such notice the two languages in which he 
proposes to be examined under these regulations, and 
the town at which he wishes to be examined, and his 
age and residence, and place or mode of education. 

10. Examination of country candidates.| With respect 
to the examination of candidates at the preliminary ex- 
amination desiring to be examined in the country, papers 
shall be transmitted by the committee to the local solici- 
tors appointed by them under these regulations. 

The secretary, or such other officer as the council may 
direct, shall summon the candidates at such times as 
may be fixed by the committee, and the said local solici- 
tors shall require the candidates in their presence to 
write from dictation as hereinbefore mentioned, and to 
give written answers to the papers so transmitted; and 
the said solicitors shall without delay seal up and send 
to the committee the writing from dictation and the 
answers so written. 

11. Certificate.] If the committee are satisfied as to 
the proficiency and fitness of a candidate at a pre- 
liminary examination, they shall certify the same in the 
form of a report to the council of the result of such 
examination, and the council may thereupon resolve 
that a certificate in the form (A) in the first schedule to 
these regulations, or to the like effect, signed by the 
president or vice-president of the society, shall be de- 
livered to such candidate. 


InrerMEpIATe EXAMINATION. 

12. Vime.] Four intermediate examinations. shall be 
heldin each year, (that is to say) ono in each of the months 
of January, April, June, and November, on such daysin 
those months respectively as the comm ittee may appoint. 
13. Place.] The intermediate examinations shall be 
held in the hall of the society, or in s uch other place a6 
the committee may frum time to time appoint. 

14. Subjects.] The subjects of the intermediate 





examination shall be such elementary works on the laws 





months of February, May, July, and October; on sug 


on-Tyne, Oxford, Plymouth, Salisbury, Shrewsbury, . 









gly 





be 







a 





ett 







= 









EEE 





_ 
> 









SEEERE 






—. 





RES 






e 







ng 





e 
































peewee ana STEERER AER SECS 



















Deo. 29, 1877. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





169% 











= 
of England as may be from time to time selected by the 
Not later than the month of July in every year, the 
ittee shall furnish to the secretary, or to such 
officer as the council may direct, a list of the 
orks selected. by them for the examination of candi- 
dates in the ensuing year; and the secretary or such 









; officer shall furnish a copy of such list to any person 
n thoge. ing for the same. 
h cage: aT Obligation to attend the examination.] Every 





m serving under articles of clerkship shall (subject 
as hereinafter mentioned) present himself at an interme- 






AN Cage 
castle. @iate examination, and shall be examined within the six 
sbury, months next succeeding the day on which he completes 
half his term of service. 
all be 16. Provision as to candidate failing to pass within 
from the specified time.} A candidate who fails to present him- 
3 (3) gelf at or to pass an intermediate examination within 
ound, tle above period may present himself at any subsequent 
ions ; intermediate examination; but, if he fails to pass an 
bs (5) intermediate examination within twelve months next 
to be after the date of the expiration of one-half his term of 
ix, service, his final examination shall be postponed for a 
neh ; period. equal to the period intervening between the 
expiration of such twelve months and his passing such 
| for intermediate examination, or for such shorter period as 
ittee the committee may, on the ground of illness, or on other 
sueh special grounds, direct. 
: the 17.. Notice by candidates and answers to questions in 
ndi- schedule.] Every candidate, at least thirty days before 
ry OF the date of the intermediate examination at which he 
ying proposes. to be examined, shall give to the secretary, or 
tosuch other officer as the council may direct, written 
, at notice of his desire to be examined, and shall leave with 
ex. the secretary or such other officer the articles and any 
ive assignment thereof, or supplemental articles duly stamped 
I ag and registered, under which the candidate has served or 
and isserving his clerkship, or any portion thereof, together 


he with a certificate of his having passed a preliminary ex- 


nd amination (unless he shall have been exempted therefrom), 
his and together with answers to the questions in that be- 
half specified in part I. of the second schedule hereto, 
ect signed by the candidate, and by the solicitor or solicitor’s 
I- London agent, barrister, or special pleader with whom 
rs he has served or is serving his clerkship or any portion 
i. thereof, or with whom he has been or is a pupil. 
18. Power to refer answers to committee.] The secre- 
y tary or such other officer as aforesaid may, in any case 
) where he thinks proper, refer such answers to the com- 
i- mittee; and if the committee, after such further 


0 juquiries as they see fit, are of opinion that any of such 

) answers are unsatisfactory, they shall certify the same 

i to the council, and the candidate shall not be permitted 

l to present himself for examination: provided that the 

J council may in any case, on special grounds, allow the 
candidate to be examined notwithstanding such answers. 

| 19, Certificate.] If the committee are satisfied as to 
the proficiency and fitness of a candidate at an iuter- 
mediate examination, they shall certify the same in the 
form of a report to the council of the result of such 
examination, and the council may thereupon resolve 
that a certificate in the form (B) in the first schedule to 
these regulations or to the like effect, signed by tbe 
president or vice-president of the society, shall be 
delivered to such candidate. 


Fina Examination. 

20. Time.] Four final examinations shall be held in 
each year, (that is to say) one in each of the months of 
January, April, June, and November, on such days in 
those months respectively as the committee may appoint. 

21. Place.] The final examinations shall be held in 
the Hall of the society, or in such other place as the 
committee may from time to time appoint. 

22. Subjects,] The final examinations shall be on the 
following subjects, namely :—1. Principles of law and 
Procedure :—(a) In matters usually determined or ad- 














ministered in the Chancery Division of the High Court 
of Justice. (b) In matters usually determined or ad- 
ministered in the Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas,, and. 
Exchequer Divisions of the High Court of Justice, 2; 
Principles of the law of real and personal property, 
and the practice of conveyancing, 3. The law and 
practice of bankruptcy. 4, Criminal law and practice ; 
proceedings before justices of the peace, 5. The law 
and practice of the Probate and Divorce Division of the 
High Court of Justice. 

23. Notice by candidates, and answers. to questions 
in schedule.] Every candidate, at least forty-two days 
before the date of the final examination at. which he pro- 
poses to be examined, shall give to the secretary, or to 
such other officer as the council. may appoint, written 
notice of his desire to be examined, stating his place or 
places of residence and of service under articles for the 
last preceding twelve months, together with the name or 
names and place or places of residence of the person or 
persons with whom he has served during the continuance 
of his articles; and shall also leave with the secretary or 
such officer the articles and any assignment thereof, or 
supplemental articles, duly stamped and registered, under 
which the candidate has served or is serving his clerkship, 
or any portion thereof, together with certificates of his 
having passed a preliminary and intermediate examina- 
tion (unless he shall have been exempted therefrom 
respectively), and together with answers to the questions 
in that behalf specifiedin part IL. of the second schedule 
hereto, signed by the candidate, and also by the solicitor 
or solicitors, London agent, barrister, or special pleader 
with whom he has served his clerkship, or any portion 
thereof, or with whom he has been a pupil. 

24, Power to refer answers to committee.] The secre- 
tary, or such other officer as aforesaid, may, in any case 
where he thinks proper, refer such answers to the com- 
mittee; and if the committee, after such further 
inquiries as they see fit, are of opinion that any of such 
answers are unsatisfactory, they shall certify the same 
to the council, and the candidate shall not be permitted 
to present himself for examination: provided that the 
council may in any case, on special grounds, allow the 
candidate to be examined notwithstanding such answers. 

25. Certificate.] If the committee are satisfied as to the 
proficiency and fitness of a candidate ata final examina- 
tion, they shall certify the same in the form of a report 
to the council of the result of such examination, and the 
council may thereupon resolve that a certificate in the 
form (C) in the first schedule to these regulations, or to 
the like effect, signed by the president or vice-president 
of the society, shall be delivered to such candidate. The 
committee may, in their report, recommend any candi- 
date for honourable distinction as they may. see proper. 


GENERAL. 

26. Renewal of notices.}] If any candidate for exami- 
nation does not present himself at or fails to pass any 
examination at which he has given notice of his inten- 
tion to present himself, he shall be entitled, on giving 
at least fourteen days’ written notice to the seeretary, or 
such other officer as the council may direct, and other- 
wise complying with the requirements of these regula- 
tions, to present himself at any subsequent examination. 

27. Evidence of right to exemptions.] Any person 
claiming the benefit of any exemption or exception in 
respect of any examination under the Solicitors Acts, 
1843, 1860, and 1877, or under any regulations made in . 
pursuance thereof, shall, before he shall ba entitled to 
the benefit of such exemption or exception, produce to 
the secretary, or such other officer as the council may 
direct, a testamur, certificate, judge’s order, or other 
satisfactory evidence showing his right thereto. 

28. Production of certificate to registrar.] Any person 
(not being entitled to exemption from the preliminary 
examination) who enters into articles of clerkship shall, 
before or at the time of producing his articles to the 
registrar pursuant to section 7 of the Solicitors Aot, 
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1860, produce to the registrar a certificate of having 
passed a preliminary examination. 

29. Ipuioane to committee by secretary.] Where any 
allegation is nade by the registrar as to the moral unfit- 
ness of any candidate at a final examination to be an 
officer of the Supreme Court, it shall be the duty of the 
secretary, or such other officer, to refer such allegation 
to the committee, who shall take such steps for inquiring 
into the matter referred to them as they may deem 
necessary and proper. 

If the allegation referred to the committee is in their 
opinion proved, the committee shall report the same to 
the council, and the council may in their discretion refuse 
to grant a certificate to the candidate. 


Temporary Provision. 

30. Temporary provision as to notices.] All notices 
issued and other things duly done or suffered before the 
1st day of January, 1878, under any of the regulations 
repealed by the Solicitors Act, 1877, shall, so far as the 
same are respectively applicable, be deemed to have been 
issued, done, or suffered under and in pursuance of 
these regulations. 


THE FIRST SCHEDULE. 
Form (A). 
IncorroraTeD Law Society or tHE Unirep Kinepom, 
Preliminary Examination. 
By authority of the council, I do hereby certify that 
A. B., of , has passed the preliminary ex- 
amination, pursuant to the Solicitors Act, 1877, and the 
regulations in force thereunder. 
Dated this day of 
A. B. 
President 
or 
Vice-President 


, 18 


Form (B). 
IncorrporaTeD Law Socrery or tHE Unirep Krnopom. 
Intermediate Examination. 

By authority of the council, I do hereby certify 
that A. B., of , has passed the intermediate 
examination, pursuant to the Solicitors Act, 1877, and 
the regulations in force thereunder. 

Dated this day of 

A. B. 
President 

or 
Vice-President 


Form (C), 
Incorporatep Law Society orn THE Unirep Kinepom. 
Final Examination. 
By authority of the council, I do hereby certify that 
A. B., of , has passed the final examination 
pursuant to the Solicitors Act, 1877, and the regulations 
in force thereunder. 
Dated this day of 
A. B. 
President 
or 
Vice-President 
THE SECOND SCHEDULE. 
Part I, 
Ixtexmepiare EXamprarion 


, 18 


, 18 


QUESTIONS AS TO DUE SERVICE OF ARTICLES OF CLERKSHIY, 
Questicns to be answered by the clerk. 

1; What is now your age? 

2. During what period have you served under your 
articles? Did such service take place at the office where 
the solicitor or solicitors to whom you were articled or 
assigned carried on his or their business? and if not, 


————<—<—<—=> 

8. Have you been at any and for what time bond fide 
employed as a pupil by a practising barrister or speciat 
pleader ? 

4, Have you, at any time since the date of your ap. 
ticles, been absent without the permission of the solicitop 
or solicitors to whom you were articled or assigned, or 
of the barrister or special pleader with whom you ma 
have been as pupil? and if so, state the length and oceg. 
sions of such absence. 

5. Have you, since the date of your articles, been en. 
gaged or concerned in any profession, business, or em- 
ployment other than your professional employment as 
clerk to the solicitor or solicitors to whom you were 
articled or assigned, or as pupil to a barrister or speciat 
pleader ? 

Signature 
Present address 
Dated the day of ,18 . 


Questions to be answered by the solicitor or agent with 
whom the clerk may have served any part of the time 
under his articles (with such adaptations, if put to an 
agent, as may be necessary). 

1. During what period has served 
under his articles at the office where you carry on 
your business? If he has not served for any portion of 
the period which has elapsed between the date of his 
articles and the present time, state the reason. 

2. Has the said » at any time 
during his service under articles with you, been absent 
without your permission? and if so, state the length 
and occasions of such absence. 

3. Has the said ,» during his 
service under articles with you, been engaged or con- 
cerned in any profession, business, or employment other 
than his professional employment as your articled clerk? 

4, Has the said , since the date 
of his clerkship, with the exceptions above mentioned, 
been faithfully and diligently employed in your pro- 
fessional business of a solicitor ? 

5. Has he hitherto, as regards character, shown him- 


end of his service, a solicitor of the Supreme Court ? 


Signature 
Address 
Dated the day of [a8 
Questions to be answered by the barrister or special 
pleader. 


1. During what period has 
employed by you as your pupil ? 
2. Has the said , at any time during his 
pupilage, been absent without your permission ? and if 
so, state the length and occasions of such absence. 
3. Has the said , during his pupilage, been 
engaged or concerned in any profession, business, or 
employment other than his employment as your pupil ? 
4, Has the said , during his pupilage, with 
the exceptions above mentioned, been faithfully and 
diligently employed as your pupil ? 
Signature 
Address 
Dated the day of 


Part II, 
Frva Examination. 


been bond fide 


eae 


QUESTIONS AS TO DUE SERVICE OF ARTICLES OF CLERKSHIP. 
Questions to be answered by the clerk. 

1, What is now your age ? 

2. Have you served the whole term of your articles at 
the office where the solicitor or solicitors to whom you 
were articled or assigned carried on his or their business ? 
and if not, state the reason. 

3, Have you been at any and for what time bond fide 
employed as a pupil by o practising barrister or special 
pleader ? 





state the reason. 


4. Have you at any time during the term of your 




















self to be a fit and proper person to be admitted, at the - 
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been absent without the permission of the solici- 
jor or solicitors to whom you were articled or assigned, 
or of the barrister or special pleader with whom you may 
pave been as pupil? and if so, state the length and occa- 
sions of such absence. 

5, Have you, at any time during the term of your 
articles, been engaged or concerned in any profession, 
pusiness, or employment other than your professional 

loyment as clerk to the solicitor or solicitors to whom 
were articled or assigned, or as pupil to a barrister 
or special pleader ? 

6, Have you, since the expiration of your articles, 

ed or concerned, and for how long a time, in 
any and what profession, trade, business, or employment 
other than the profession of a solicitor ? 
Name 
Present Address 
Dated the day of es 


Questions to be answered by the solicitor or agent with 

whom the clerk may have served the whole or any 

rt of the time under his articles (with such adapta- 
tions, if put to an agent, as may be necessary). 

1, During what period has served under his 
articles at the office where you carry on your business ? 
If he has not served for any portion of the term of his 
derkship, state the reason. 

2, Has the said » at any time during his 
service under articles with you, been absent without your 
permission ? and, if so, state the length and occasions of 
such absence. 

8. Has the said » at any time during his 
service under articles with you, been engaged or con- 
gmed in any profession or business, or employment, 
other than his professional employment as your articled 
clerk. 


4, Has the said , during the whole term of 
hisclerkship, with the exceptions above mentioned, been 
faithfully and diligently employed in your professional 
business of a solicitor ? 

5, Has the said , since the expiration of his 
articles, been engaged or concerned, and for how long a 
time, in any and what profession, trade, business, or 
employment, other than the profession of a solicitor ? 


6, Is the said , as regards character, a fit and 
proper person to be admitted a solicitor of the Supreme 
Court? = 

Name 
Address 
Dated the day of , 18 
Questions to be answered by the barrister or special 


pleader. 

1. During what period has 
employed by you as your pupil ? 

2, Has the said , at any time during his 
pupilage, been absent without your permission? and if 
80, state the length and occasions of such absence. 

8, Has the said » during his pupilage, been 
engaged or concerned in any profession, business, or 
employment other than his employment as your pupil ? 

4, Has the said » Auring his pupilage, with 
the exceptions above mentioned, been faithfully and 
diligently employed as your pupil ? 

Signature 
Address 
Dated the day of ae 
Epwarp IF, Burroy, President. 


been bond fide 


Noy, 27, 1877. 





REGULATIONS MADE BY CERTAIN OF HER 
MAJESTY S JUDGES. 

We, the Right Honourable Sir Alexander Jamos 

und Cockburn, Baronet (Lord Chief Justice of Eng- 

land), the Right Honourable Sir George Jessel (Master 

of the Rolls), the Right Honourable John Duko Baron 








Coleridge (Lord Chief Justice of the Common Pleas), and 
the Right Honourable Sir Fitzroy Kelly (Lord Chief 
Baron of the Exchequer), do hereby, in pursuance of the 
powers contained in the Solicitors Act, 1877, order as 
follows :— 

1, Fees in respect of examinations.] There shall be 
paid to the Incorporated Law Society, by persons apply- 
ing to be examined at a preliminary, intermediate, or 
final examination, the following fees (that is to say) :— 

By every person applying to be examined at a pre- 
liminary examination a fee of two pounds. 

By every person applying to be examined at an inter- 
mediate examination a fee of three pounds. 

By every person applying to be examined at a final 
examination a fee of five pounds. 

Every such fee shall be payable to the secretary of the 
society, or such other officer as the council may from 
time to time direct, by the candidate, on giving notice 
of his desire to be examined at the- examination in re- 
spect of which the fee is payable. Provided that where 
a candidate has, before the Ist day of January, 1878, 
given notice of his desire to be examined at an examina- 
tion to be held after that day, the fee in respect of such 
examination shall be payable on or before the 5th day of 
January, 1878. 

Where a candidate, after giving notice of his desire 
to be examined at a preliminary, intermediate, or final 
examination, has not presented himself at or has failed 
to pass such examination, one-half only of the prescribed 
fee shall be payable by him on applying to be examined 
at a subsequent examination of the same class. 

2. Further exemption from preliminary examination. ] 
In addition to the exemptions contained in section 10 of 
the Solicitors Act, 1877, a certificate of having passed a 
preliminary examination under this Act shall not be 
required from any person who has passed the junior 
students’ general examination in the Owens College, 
Manchester. 

8. Admission after four years’ service of persons who 
have passed certain examinations.] Any person who has 
passed the first public examination before moderators 
at Oxford, or the previous examination at Cambridge, or 
the examination in arts for the second year at Durham, 
or who has passed in honours at the entrance examina- 
tion at the University of Dublin, or the matriculation 
examination at the University of London (being placed 
in the first division of such matriculation examination), 
or the legal students’ higher examination in the Owens 
College, Manchester, may be admitted and enrolled as a 
solicitor after service under articles of clerkship to a 
practising solicitor for the term of four years. 

A. E, Cocksurn. 
G. Jzsser, M.R. 
Corsriner, C.J. 
Frrzroy Kxtty, 
Lord Chief Baron. 
Dec. 5, 1877. 





WINTER ASSIZES ACT. 

The Gazette of Tuesday last contains an order in 
council relating to the Assize County, No. 6 (Norfolk, 
&c.), in substitution for the order of the 23rd of No- 
vember, 1877, relating to that county (anie, p. 118). 
Chesterton in the County of Cambridge is substituted 
as the place at which the assizes are to be held, in place 
of Cambridge. 

THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
Cuancery Drviston. 

The Lords Commissioners of her Majesty's Treasury, 
with the concurrence of the Lord Chancellor, and in exer 
cise of the powers for this purpose given by the 14th sec- 
tion of the Courts of Justice (Salaries and Fands) Act, 1869, 
and of every other power or authority enabling them in this 
behalf, do determine and order that the salaries of 
taxing masters of the Chancery Division of the High Court 
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of Justice appointed from and after the date hereof shall 
(until further order) be £1,500 per annum. 
Dated this 24th day of November, 1877. 
CRICHTON. 
Row. Wun. 
I concur in the foregoing order, 
Carrns, G. 


ee 


The Lords Commissioners of her Majesty’s Treasury, 
with the concurrence of the Lord Chancellor and of the 
Master of the Rolls, and in exercise of the powers for this 
purpose given by the 14th section of the Courts of Justice 
(Salaries and Funds) Act, 1869, and of every power or au- 
thority enabling them in this behalf, do determine and 
order that, from and after the date hereof and until further 
order, the salaries of all chief clerks or additional chief 
clerks to the Master of the Rolls, the Vice-Chancellors, or 
other jadges of the Chancery Division of the High Court 
of Justice shall be £1,500 per annum. 

Dated this 24th day of November, 1877. 

CRICHTON. 

Row. Winn. 
We concur in the foregoing order, 

Carans, C. 

G. Jessen, M.R. 





THE TREATIES OF 1856 AND 1871 RE. 
LATING TO THE NAVIGATION OF THE 
BLACK SEA AND THE DARDANELLES. 


AT the present time it may be of interest to reprint some 
extracts from the above-mentioned treaties. We take 
them from Dr. Abdy’s edition of ‘‘ Kent’s International 
Law.” 

TREATY oF Paris, 1856, 

Article X, The Convention of the 13th of July, 1841, 
which maintains the ancient rule of the Ottoman Empire 
relative to the closing of the Straits of the Bosphorus and 
of the Dardanelles, has been revised by common consent. 

The Act concluded for that purpose, and in conformity 
with that principle, between the high contracting Powers, 
33 and remains annexed to the present treaty, and shall 
have the same force and validity as if it formed an integral 
part thereof, 

Here follow the articles of the said Act. 

Article I. The high contracting parties mutually engage 
not to have in the Black Sea any other vessels of war than 
those of which the number, the force, and the dimensions 
are hereinafter stipulated. 

Article Il. The high contracting parties) reserve to 
themeelves each to maintain in that sea six steam-vessels 
of fifty metres in length at the line of floatation of a 
tonnage of 800 tons at the maximum, and four light steam 
or sailing vessels of a tonnage which shall not exceed 200 
tons each. 

Article XI, The Black Sea is neutralized, its waters 
and its ports thrown open to the mercantile marine of 
every nation, are formally and in perpetuity interdicted to 
the flag of war either of the Powers possessing its coasts, 
or of any other Power, with the exceptions mentioned in 
articles XIV. and XIX. of this treaty.* 

Article XII Free from any impediment, the commerce 
in the ports and waters of the Black Sea shall be subject 
only to regulations of health, castoms, and police, framed 
in @ spirit favourable to the development of commercial 
transactiong. 

In order to afford to the commercial and maritime 
interests of every nation the security which is desired, 
Raesia and the Sublime Porte will admit consuls into their 
ports situated upon the coasts of the Black Sea, in con- 
formity with the principles of international law, 

Article XITJ. The Black Seca being neutralized accord- 
ing to the terms of article X1., the maintenance or estab- 
lishment upon its coast of military-maritime arsenals be- 








* ZAV. relates toa rate Convention between the Em 
of Russia oni the Sultan, for the purpose of the ~~ 
and nusmber of light vessels to be maintained inthe Biook Sea. 
XIX. provides for the right of each of the. contract 


Powers to station two light vessels at the mouth ofthe Daonle 
at all times. 


ee 


es 


comes alike unnecessary and purposeless ; in consequ 

his Majesty the Emperor of all the Russias and 
Imperial Majesty the Sultan engage not to establish or-t9. 
maintain upon that coast any military- maritime argeng)) 


Treaty or Lonpon, 1871, 


Article I. The Black Sea remains open as heretofore tg, 
the mercantile marine of all nations, 

Article II. The principle of the closing of the Straitgeg, 
the Bosphorus and the Dardanelles in time of 
invariably established as the ancient rule of the 0; 
Empire, and confirmed by the Treaty of Paris of Margh 
80, 1856, remains in full force. 

Article III. His Imperial Majesty the Sultan, by virtug 
of the right of sovereignty which he exercises over thg 
Straits of the Bosphorus and of the Dardanelles, reseryeg 
to himself in time of peace the power of opening them 
way of temporary exception, in case only that the int 
of the security of his empire should cause him to recogni 
the necessity of the presence of vessels of war of the non. 
riverain Powers of the Black Sea. 

Article IV. It is agreed that the stipulation contained 
in the preceding article shall for the future replace thoge 
of articles. XI., XIII., and XIV. of the Treaty of Parig of 
March 80, 1856, as well as the Special Convention con. 
cluded between the Sublime Porte and Russia, and an. 
nexed to the said article XIV. ; 





Cases of last dWeek. 
REFERENCES UNDER THE JUDICATURE ACT, 187820 
36, rr. 2, 5, 30.—An important judgment was given by tlig 
Court of Appeal, on the 20th inst., as to the power of the 
courts to order references under the Judicature Act, 187% 
The question arose in three cases (Longman v. East, Pontifeg 
vy. Severn, and Mellin y. Monico), in which orders had begn 
made referring the actions to official referees. In. givi 
judgment Bramwell, L.J., gave it as his opivion confi 
that no court or judge has any power to refer an action toa 
referee under either the 56th or the 57th section of the 
Judicature Act. The former section merely gave power to 
refcr questions arising in a cause or matter to a referee for 
inquiry and report, which report might be adopted and 
enforced wholly or in part by the court. But the referee 
could not dispose of the action, or settle the matter, bat 
merely report. Then under section 57 power was given, 
without the consent of the parties, to refer issues of the 
character mentioned in the first part of the section—é, 
where there was need of any prolonged examination of 
documents, or accounts, or any scientific or local investiga 
tion which could not be conveniently made before a jury, 
or conducted by the court through its other ing 
nd 


—— - 


officers; as well as any question so mixed up and entan 
with such issues that it could not. be tried separately. 
where the psriics did consent, there was no power to 
refer actions, but only any question or iseue of fash 
Brett, L.J., mentioned that before the Judicature Acts there 
were several kinds of references none of which were 
touched by the Judicature Acts, but still existed with 
all their incidents. The Judicature Act of 1873 gave new 
powers to all the divisions of the High Court of Justices 
The official referee therevy created was a new oflicial 
defined duties and rights, Section 56 enabled the Common 
Law Divisions to refer questions in a cause for report, a 
had long been the practice in chancery. Section 57 gave 
powers both to the Chancery and Common Law Divisions 
under two different states of circumstances, In the 
one case, where the yarties consented, any question 
of fact in the cause might be referred to a referees 
in the other case, where the parties did not com- 
sent, such questions as were within the terms of the 
section might be compulsorily referred. But in no case 
could questions of law be left to the referee; but on his 
finding, either generally for ono of the parties, or oD 
particular issues, the matter would come before the court, 
who would give judgment thereon, ‘Then, section 58 ga 
an.appeal from the decision of, the referee of the same 

a6 from. the finding of a judge sitting withonto jury, & 
from a jury, There was an appeal, therefore, as to whether 





wrong evidence had been received, or as to whether the 


ed Ae 


EYE ESSSTESSEESESESTESESESEZERSEESEERREREEES TS 


Hs 


Bee 


= 
— 


eeestecs 


































































aa eer eee eee Rese SSP ees SH ch SG oF EBT 


Dee. 29, 1877. 


















THE SOLICTPORS JOURNAL. 


123 











had considered the facts in a wrong way, amount- 

to misdirection of himself, or as te whether the find- 
was againstevidence. In such cases the court would 
have to send back the case to the same or another referee. 
The orders-and rales could not bring anything within the 
isdiction of the referee not brought within it. by the 
Act, and the suggestion that you could refer the whole of a 
qause under section 57, becaus> one issue of it came within 
the definitions of that section, as matter of account, &c., 
yas a wrong construction of the section. Ootton, L.J., 
inted out that section 56 adopted for all the divisions the 
coarse formerly pursued by the Court of Chancery. Section 
f7 enabled certain issues of fact to be referred to a new 
tribunal, but there was no power given by it to senda 
q@use-as 2 whole to be tried before a referee: It was pointed 
ut by the court that the forms used by the masters were 
It ought to appear upon the face of an order 

whether it was one for report under saction 56, or to try 
issues under section 57, and if the latter, whether all the 
issues, or Only some, were referred, and if only some which. 





MorTcAGE—ForEcLosurE —Parties—AcTION BY ONE 
stone or SEVERAL Co-MortTGAGEES—ACIION TO SET ASIDE 
Drrp BY PARTY WHO DID NOT EXECUTE IT—JUDICATURE ACT 
1873, s. 24, suB-sEcTioN 7—Orp. 16, R. 13.—In @ case of 
uke v. The South Kensington Hotel Company, decided by 
Fry, J., on the 21st inst., a question arose as to the right 
of one of several co-mortgagees to institute proceedings 
for the foreclosure of the mortgage, making his co-mort- 

co-defendants with the mortgagor. Tho plaintiff 
andtwo other persons were the trusteos of a will, and in 
May, 1864, they lent the trust fand, amounting to £9,216, 
toan hotel company (not the defendant company) upon the 
seourity of a second mortgage of some leasehold property 
belonging to the company. In 1869 the company were.in 
difficulties, and were unable to pay the interest on the 
mortgage. The defendant company was then formed to 
take over the business, assets, and liabilities of the old 
company, and this'arrangement was carried into effect: by 
means of a winding up of theold company. Thenew com- 
pany proposed to the plaintiff and his co-trustees that the 
principal of the mortgage debi should be rednoed from 
£9,216 to £5,760 (the balance of £3,456 being released), 
that the rate of interest should also be reduced, and that 


‘the new company should covenant for payment of the 


reduced amount of principal, with interest. This compro- 
mise was considered by all the trustees to be a desirable 
one to accept if it could be accepted with safety, but the 
plaintiff was advised by his solicitor that it ought rot to be 
ted, because the consent ofall the ces¢uis guetrust could 

not be obtained. The plaintiff therefore declined to accede 
tothe proposition. The solicitors of the company, however, 
acting apparently under the impression that all the three 
trustees would accept the proposed compromise, prepared a 
deed, purporting to be made between the three mortgagees 
and the company, by which the mortgagees purported to 
release the mortgaged property, the old company, and 
the new company: from £3,456, part of the mortgage 
debt, and the new company covenanted to pay the reduced 
amount.of the. mortgage debt, with interest. The plain- 
tiff’s co-mortgagees and the company executed this deed, 
bat the plaintiff declined to dogo. After its*execution, 
however, the interest on the reduced debi was paid by the 
new company to the solicitors of the plaintiff's co- 
by whom it was applied in payment of interest 


tothe tenant for life of the fund, with whom those soli- 


citors and the co-trustees had madea separate arrangement 
by way of compromise of a suit for breach of trust which she 
had instituted on account. of the improper investment of tho 
trast fand. Neither the tenant for life nor any of the other 
eestuis que trust hadassented to the compromise with thecom- 
ny. In Fobruary, 1875, tho plaintiff alone filed a bill against 
new company, his co-mortgagees, and the tenant for life 
(the mortgaged property having meanwhile improved in 
value), alleging that the deed of compromise with the new 
company was inoperative aad ineffectual to release any part 
of the original mortgage debt or to extinguish any of the 
rights reserved to the plaintiff and his. co-mortgagees by 
the deed of May, 1864, but that: the defendant slthoagk 


- alleged that the deed’ of compromise was effectual, altho 


the plaintiff did:not execute it, and. praying, that tliat deed 


t be declared ineffectual, and might be. delivered:up:to 





be cancelled, and for foreclosure of the original: mort in 
de fault of payment by the defendant company to canes 
tiff and his co-mortgagees of what should be found due 
thereon. Besides the tenant for life the only cestwi gue 
trust who was a party to the suit was the plaintiff 
himself, he having a small interest in the fand. The 
bill did not allege that the plaintiff had requested. his 
co-mortgagees to join him as co-plaintiff:, and at the hear- 
ing the co-mortgagees, in answer to a question put to their 
counsel by the court, distinctly refused to. be made co= 
laintiffs. They did not, however, oppose the relief asked 
y the plaintiff. It was urged on behalf of the. plaintiff 
that, even if he was not entitled alone to ask for fore- 
closure, he was) entitled to ask the court to. remove from 
the title of the mortgagees the cloud which arose by reason 
of the existence of the deed of compromise, even. though 
the plaintiff had not executed it. And it was coutended 
that there could be now no difficulty with regard to the 
frame of the suit by reason of the provisions of sub-seetion 7 
of section 24 of the Judicature Act of 1873, andr. 13 of ord. 
16. Fry, J., however, held that the suit could not be 
maintained, either as a foreclosure suit, or as a suit simply 
to have the deed of compromise declared invalid. There wasno 
precedent for the institution of a foreclosure suit by one alone 
of several co-mortgagees, and such a course would evidently 
lead to many inconveniences. There might be as many suits 
pending as there were mortgagees, and at the hearing 
many questions might arise, such as whether there onght 
to be a foreclosure or a sale. Who would have to decide 
such questions? Would the plaintiff be dominus litis, or 
must there be a straggle between him anc his co-mort- 
gagees as to the nature of the relief to be granted? Allsuch 
questions ought to be determined in a preliminary inde- 
pendent proceeding between the co-mortgagees, or between 
them and their cestuis que trust, if they happenei ta be 
trastees, and the mortgagor ought not to be harassed by 
controversies between his mortgagees, And if the deed of 
compromise was a cloud on the title at all, iv was a cloud 
on the-title of the three co-mortgagees. For anght that 
appeared, the two who were defendants might not think it 
a cloud ; they might think that the security given by that 
deed was much better than that afforded by the old mort- 
gage, and that the deed which it was sought. to impeach 
was @ great boon to the persons interested in the trust 
fand. Sach questions as this:ought nob to be introduced 
into.® suit. to which the mortgagor was a party, He had 
nothing to do with them, and they ought to be determined 
in a domestio suit between the persons interested: in the 
mo money. The defendant co-mortgagees would 
not be precluded, by the fact that they had exeented the 
deed of compromise, from instituting proceedings to have it 
declared invalid, if the intention was that it should not 
operate unless all the three executed it, as was shown by 
such cases as: Underhil? v. Horwcod (10 Ves. 225), Carew’s 
case (7D. M. G. 48), and Evans v. Bremridge (8 D. M. G. 
100). Tho bill was accordingly dismissed, with costs. 
Fry, J., added thatthe principle of his decision would not 
apply to a case where some of the co-mortgagees were 
colluding with the mortgagor, or when it was necessary 
that the court should act in haste to protect the mortgaged 


property, 





Gbituaryp 


MR. RICHARD WOOP, F.S.A. 

Mr. Richard Woof, solicitor, F.S.A., died at his residence, 

St. John’s, Worcester, on the 17th inst. The decease 
was a native of Worcester, where he was born in 1821. 
He served his articles with the firm of Cameron & Roberts, 
of that city, and he was admitted a solicitor in 1850, A 
year or two later he went into partnership with Mx. John 
Hill, upon whose death he succeeded to the offices of town 
clerk of Worcester, and clerk to the city magistrates and the 
police court, He had been for the last few yeirs in partner- 
ship with Mr. Henry Caldicott, who was associated with 
him in the duties of magistrates’ clerk. Mr, Woof was alse 
| a perpetual commissioner for Worcestershire, end registrar 
| of the city court of pleas, and Ke had beea solititor to the 
Wazrveater School. Board ever since its formation, In 1871 
he resigned the towm clerkship: ia. consequence of the 
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pressure of private practice, on which occasion he was 
presented with a piece of plate by the members of the cor- 
poration, Mr. Woot was very fond of archzological 
its, and was a Fellow of the Society of Antiquaries. 
e was also a leading member of the masonic body in 
Worcestershire, and he took a prominent part in the pro- 
ceedings of the Order of St. John of Jerusalem, having 
been the registrar of that body since 1872. He was much 
interested in the subject of the nursing of the sick, and 
had introduced many improvements in the management of 
of the Worcester Infirmary. Mr. Woof had suffered from 
dropsy for several months, and a few weeks ago the burst- 
ing of a blood vessel had rendered his recovery hopeless. 
He was buried at the Worcester Cemetery on Thursday, the 
20th inst. The funeral was attended by a large number of 
persons, including the mayor and the corperation, most of 
the clergy and the solicitors of Worcester, and representa- 
tives of the Freemasons and of the Order of St. John of 
Jerusalem. 





Leqal News. 


It is stated that the Departmental Commission on the 
Detective Branch of the Metropolitan Police have nearly 
concluded their labours. The evidence has been closed, 
and the preparation of the report is now engaging their 
attention. 


Dimsdale, Moore, Tait, and Drake were on Mon- 
day committed for trial at the Central Criminal Court 
ona charge of having, between the Ist of January, 1863, 
and the Ist of July last, in the city of London, with Clarence 
Dimsdale, Caroline Talbot, and Harriet Meredith, not in 
custody, unlawfally conspired by false pretences and by 
means of false and fictitious leases and other instraments to 
— and obtain to themselves, and in pursuance thereof 

awfully did obtain, from Mr. H. W. Bagster, £450; a 
certain building society, £1,000 ; another building society, 
£3,600; Mr. Samuel P. Newcombe, £500; Mr. Jobn Slee, 
£1,000; Mr. R. M. Wason, £3,000; Mr. E. Owen, £1,500; 
Mr. Sidney Merton, £1,300; Mr. John Morley, £2,500; 
Mr. L. C. Lumley, £1,450; Mr. J. W. Browne, £900 ; Mr. 
W. Simpson, £1,300, an assurance corporation, £1,500 ; Mr. 
Thomas Henry Wilson, £2,791 ; Mrs. Allen, £2,000 ; Mr. 
Forrester Wilson, £1,000 ; Mr. Nicholas Kendall, £2,000 ; 
Mr. John Clode, £2,200 ; Mr. Charles Chetwode Baily, 
£1,200 ; Mr. Charles Matthey, £1,100; Mr. B. M. Giveen, 
£6,500 ; Mr. C. 8. Collett, £6,000 ; Mr. Michael Williams, 
£2,000 ; Mr. James Warnes Howlett, £16,000 ; the trustees 
of abuilding society, £20,000; Mr. William Mortimer, 
£4,637; the Credit Company, £15,000; Mr. John Barrett, 
£15,000; Mr. Alfred White, £14,000; Mr. John Perks, 
£10,000; Mr. Charles Corser, £3,500; Mr. George Sharp, 
£2,300; Mr. George White, £2,500; Mr. PeterSamuel Yapp, 
£6,000 ; Mr. J.S. Mansfield, £2,998 ; Miss Ann Elizabeth 
Jarman, £5,500; Mr. John Coker, erton, £9,500; a 
building society, £14,700; and Mr. M Stephens, £28,000; 
with intent to cheat and defraud these persons, societies, 
corporations, and companies of their respective moneys ; also 
with forging deeds purporting to be leases from Harriet 
Meredith to Charles Burrel, Moore and others of certain real 
estate at Croydon, Penge, and Wallington, and with obtain- 
ing the money in question by false pretences ; and finally 
with attempting to defraud Mr. Simon Warburg, by whom 
pod — ings were originally instituted of the sum of 

15,000. i 
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Court Papers. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota or Recistzars iN ATTENDANCE ON 


Covrt oy M 
Date. APPEAL. “fa V.C. Manis, 
Monday, Jan. 7Mr. Teesdale Mr. PombertonMr. Merival 
Tuesda: 8  Holdship Ward Mi 
Teesdale 
Holdship 
Teesdale 
Holdehip 


Pemberton 
Ward 
Pemberton 
Ward 





V.0. Bacon. V.C. Hatt, 


Monday, Jan. 7Mr.Clowes Mr. Farrer 
Tuesday ...... 8 Koe King 
Wednesday.... Clowes Farrer 
Thursday .... 10 Kee King 
Friday ...... ll Clowes Farrer 
Saturday .... 12 Koe King 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 
BIRTHS, 

SumMNER—Dec. 27, at Eltham, the wife of Edmund Sumner, of 

Doctors’-commons, solicitor, of a son. 
MARRIAGE, 

Hatron—James—Dec. 22, at St. Mary Abbot's, Kensington, 
Frederick {Hatton, of 28, Addison-road-north, W., solicitor, 
to Mary, daughter of Thomas James, of 10, Royal-crescent, 
Notting-hill, W. 


DEATHS. 
BARKER—Dec. 20, at 6, King’s buildings, Chester, Richard 


Barker, solicitor, aged 69. 

SowTon—Dec. 17, at Crewe, William Sturch Sowton, solicitor, 
of Liverpool. 

WooprorDE—Dec. 23, at Ansford, Castle Cary, Somerset, 
George Augustus Woodforde, only surviving son of the late 
Colonel Woodforde, aged 76. 





— 
— 


LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Turspay, Dec. 25, 1877. 
Ruddock, John, and Henry Peter Auber, Somerset, solicito’s, Sept7 
Fripay, Dec. 21, 1877. 
Lured tn CaAancery. 

Eclipse Gold Mining and Quartz Crushing Company, Limite ].—Petition 
for winding up, presented Dec 19, directed to be hoard before the 
M.R. on Jan 12. Heritage, Nicholas lane, solicitor for the peti- 
tioner 

Home and Foreign Gas Licensing Company, Limited.—Creditors are 
required, on or before Jan 25, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims to Spencer Dominy, 
Waterloo st, Birmingham. Friday Feb 22, at 12, is appointed for 
hearing and adjudicating upon the debts an‘ claims 

J. and A. Blyth, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presente’ Deo 19, 
directed to be heard before V.C. Hal!, on Saturday, Jan 12. Lyae 
and Hol » Great Winchester st, solicitors for the patitioner 

James Anderson and Company, Limited.—V.O. Hall has, by an order 
Sniet Nov 30 appointed Alfred Audrey Broad, Walbrook, to be official 
liquidator 

South Canneck Colliery Company, Lim‘ted.—Creditors are required, on 
or before Jan 18, to send their namer and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Frederic Joha Heatheots, Temple 
st, Birmingham, Friday, Feb 1, at 11, is appointed for hearing ant 
adjudicating upon the said claims 

Taylor and Jessop, Limited.—By an order made by tBe M.R. dated 
Dec 15 it was ordered that the above company bs wound up. Scott 
and Olarke, South sq, Gray’s inn, agents for Greaves aid Allen, 
Sheffield, solicitors tor the petitioner. The M.R. has fice Tusday, 
Jan 1, at 11, at his chambers as the time and place for ths appoint 
ment of an official liquidator 

Tvuespay, Dec 25, 1877, 
LiMiTED In OHANCERY, 

Ancient Order of Comical Fellows’ Friendly Society, Lodge No 18,— 
Petition for winding up, presented Dec 17, directed to ba heard befure 
V.C. Hall on Jan12. Gole, Lime st, solicitors for the petitioner 

British Fire Office, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented Dee 
20, directed to be heard before the M.R, on Jan 12. Pilcher, SeJley 
place, Oxford st, solicitor for the petitioner 

Connah’s Quay Chemical Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, 
on or before Feb 15 to send their names and addresses, and the 
partic’ a of their names and addreases to Henry Cox and John 
Gould, at the offices of Spleen and Mockenzie, Delahay st, West- 
minster. Monday, Feb 25, at 1, is appointed for hearing and adjuli- 
catiog upon the debts and claims 

Good re Mill Cotton Spinning Company, Limited.—By an order made 
by V.0. dated Deo 15, it was ordered that the above company b3 
wound up. Smith, Great James st, Bedford row, agent for Havkia- 
son, Manchester, solicitor, for the petitioner 

Stephenson Boiler Making and Forge Company, Limited.—By an 
order made by the V.C, dated Dec 18, it was ordered that the above 
company be wound up. Smith and Boyer, Manchester, agents for 
Blackbvrne and Co, Oldham, solicitors for the petitioner 

Trades’ Bank, Limited,—By an order made by the M.R. dated Dec 15, 
it was ordered that the above company be wound up. Behrend, 
Bucklersbury, solicitor for the petitioner 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. : 
Servants’ Royal Sick Fund, Annuity, and Life Assurance Socisty, 
Oxford st. Deo 17 


Bankrupts. 
Frrmay, Dec, 21, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender tn London. 
Booth, William Robert, Great Tower st, Wine Merchant, Pet Dec 19. 
Sprin «Rice, Jan22 at 12 

Chapis ri, Groat Windmill st, Haymarket, Hotel Peopristor, Pst 
Brougham, Jan? at | 
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fiteel, Frederic, Walton place, Brompton, no occupation. Pet Dec 19. 
Spring-Rice. Jan l5at2 
Walden, Joseph Benjamin, Finch lane, Stockjobber. Pet Dec 14. 
Keene. Jan llat 1 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Caro, Herry, Emile Caro, and Julius Paradiso, Cardiff, Gener al 
Dealers. Pet Dec 17. Langley. Ourdiff, Jan 3 at 11 
Cutlan, John, Frederick Cutlan, and James Cutlan, Cardiff, Joinery 
Manufacturers. Pet Dec 18. Langley. Cardiff, Jan 4 at 11 
Gover, ony Gagner, Dorset, Greengrocer. Pet Dec 18. Dickinson. 
Poole, Jan 4 ai : 
Hutchinson, William, Drury hill, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet Dec 17. Patchitt. Nottingham, Jan 14 at 2 
Lees, Thomas, Birmingham, Steelyard Manufacturer. Pet Dec 19. 
Parry. Birmingham, Jan 7 at 3 
Remington, Panny Maria, Dover. Pet Dec15. Furley. Canterbury, 
Jan 5 at 12. 
Smith, James, Girlington, York, Stone Mason, PetDeci8. Robinson. 
ford, Jan 8 at 9 
Thomas, Robert Owen, Llanddeiniolen,Carnarvon, Farmer. Pet Dec 
%, Jones. Bangor, Dec 28 at 11 
Torspay, Dec. 25, 1877, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
he Cullum st, Wine Broker. Pet Dec8. Keene, Jan 
i at 
Lows, Andrew, Great Percy st. Pet Sept 28. Hazlitt. Jan 16 atl 
74 James, Pentonville Prison, Caledonian rd, out of business. 
Pet Dec 22, Spring-Rice. Jan 22at1 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Barnett, Thomas John, Can, Dorset, Farmer. Pet Dec 20. Wilson, 
Salisbury, Jan 16 at 12 
Potter, George James, and William Arthur Pot'er, South Tam bridge, 
Essex, Farmers. PetDecl4. Gepp. Chelmsford, Jan 5at 10.30 
Sedgley, Joseph, Worcester, Iron Merchant. Pet Dec 20. Crisp. 
Worcester, Jan 11 at 12 
Southcoates, Frecerick, Walton Vale, Lancashire, Builder. Pet Dec 
21. Bellringer. Liverpool, Jan7 at 11 
Teale, Mary, Leeds, Tobacconist. Pet Dee 21. Marshall. Leeds, 


Jan 9 at It 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
¢ TvuEspay, Dec, 25, 1877. 
Worrall, Thomas, and Ralph Worrall, Coag'eton, Cheshire, Silk 
_ Throwsters. Dec 19 
Young, Alexander Joseph, Austinfriara, Share Broker. Dec 18 
Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Srivay, Dec. 21, 1877. 
Abbott, Leonard John, Cannock, Bank Managing Clerx. Jan 3 at 11 
at offices of Bowen, Mount Pleasant, Bilston 
Angus, Thomas, Cockermouth, Cumberland, Carter. Jan 15 at 11 at 
offices of Wicks and Burn, Castlegate, Cockermouth 
Baines, Charles James, jun, Burslem, Stafford, Colour Maker’s Manager. 
he at 11 at offices of Tomkinson and Furnival, Hanover st, 
jurslem 
Baskett, William Loveday, Farnborough, Architect. Dec $1 at 11,30at 
offices of Durbidge, Farnham rd, Guildford 
Blake, Aquila, Bristol, Mason. Dec 29 at 12 at offices of Essery, 
Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol 
Blanks, George, Church row, Bethnal Green rd, Dining Table Manu- 
facturer. Dec 29 at 11 at offices cf Rowland, Globe rd, Mile end, 
Hicks, Globe rd, Mile end 
Blewitt, Thomas, Birmingham, Corn Merchant. Jan 4a‘ ll at offi es 
of Taylor, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Bolton, David, Barrow-in-Furness, Grocer. Jan 4 at 11 at the Im- 
periai Hotel, Barrow-ia-Furness. Park, Barrow-in-Furness 
aw, Frederick, Sheieli, Meat Salesman. Dec 31 at 10 at offices 


of Machen, Bank st, Sheffield 
r, John, Lianvair Kilgeddin, Mon, Farmer. Jan 10 at !1 at offices 
of Gardner, eng: eg 
orley, Surrey, Stationer. Jan 8 at 2.30 at offices of 


Burnett, Francis, 
Reigat 


’ 6 
Capper, Eliza, Thomas Henry Capper, aid Joe Capper, Almondbury, 
ork, Builders. Dec 28 at 4 at offices of Mills and Bibby, Byram 
buildings, Huddersfield 
isle, Matthew, jun, Rawdon, York, Painter. Jan 4 at 3 at offices of 
Haves and Co, Britannia buildings, Oxford place, Leeds. Bointon, 


Canington, Henry, Southport, Builder. Jan 5 at 1l at the Scaris- 
brick Hotel, Lord st, Southport. Wood and Hesketh, Southport 
Coleman, Elias, Westgate, York, Wheelwright, Jan 3 at 2.30 at the 
Clarence Hotel, St Helen’s sq, York. Lodge, Leads 
te, George, bo Kennington lane, Surrey, Cheesenonger, Jan 2 
at 2 at offices of Cartor and Bell, Eastcheap 
Crossley, James, Birmingham, Labourer, Jan 3 at 12 at offices of East, 
Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Y, Martha, West Bromwich, Stafford. Jan 4 at 11 at offices of 
espeare, Church st, Oldbury 
Davies, Thomas, Pembroke Dock, Pembroke, Cabinet Maker. Jan 3 
at 3 at 2, Commercial row, Pembroke Dock. Grittiths, Carmarthen 
» Samuel, Little Missenden, Bucks, Publican. Jan 8 at 2.30 at 
es of Rawson, Charch sq, High Wycombo 
Dearden, William, Preston, Tobacconist. Jan 8 at 2 at offices of Black- 
horst, Fox st, Preston 
Dennis, John Lee, Nottingham, Chomist. Jan 10 at 3 at offices of 
Burton and Co, Long row, Market p'ace, Nottingham 
ling, Wi'liam Ernest Fulham, St George's sq, Clerk in H.M.’s 
general Post Office, Jan 3 at dat offices of Haigh and Agar, Gres- 


at 
Donning, William, Tenby, Pembroke, Brewer, Jan 8 at 10.30 at 5, 
Orac st, Tenby. Thomas, Tenby wai us 
an2a 
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Betas, Werner, Campbell rd, Bromley-by-Bow, Baker. Pet Dac 18- | Eastwood, Thomas, Bradford, Boot Maker. Jan 5 at 10 at the Victoria 
vi it oh Mime of Ohememen Pet Dec lI a Rents Millom, Cumberland, Grocer. Jan 2 at 3 at office 
. 8 ‘ ‘ and, Grocer. 
Pee Sen 9 - 12” ’ oa ee of Myers and Co, Millom’ ; ‘i 2 


Esler, James, Willington Quay, Northumberland, Grocer. Jan 7 at 11 
at offices of Smirk, Collingwood st, Newcastle-npon-Tyne. Kidd, 
North Shields 

Evans, John, Merthyr Tydfil, Grocer. Jan 5 at 11 at the County 
Court Office, Vistoria st, Merthyr Tydfil. Phillips, Abardare 

Foster, William, Pinvin, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. Jan 3 at 12 
at offices of Knott, Foregate st, Worcester : 

Glencross, Elias Holland, Wigan, Tailor. Jan 7 at 11 at offices of 
France, Church gate, Wigan 

Graham, Robert, Caergwrie, Flint, Innkesper. Jan 1 at 11 at offices of 
Sherratt, Brynyffynnon Lodge, Wrexbam 

Green, Joseph, Sheffield, Portmasteau Maker. Jan 4 at 3 at offices of 
Clegg and Sons, Bank st, Sheffield 

Hallworth, John, Manchester, Agent. Jan4at 3 at offices of Chew 
and Sons, Swan st, Manchester 

Ham, Frederick, Bristol, Slaughterman. Jan 9 at! at offices of Tucker, 
All Saints’ lane, Exchange, Bristol 

Hardwidge, Thomas, Swansea, Hairdresser. Jan 2 at 3 at cffices of 
Cl fton, Broad st, Bristol 

Harrison, Arthur Augustus, East Dulwich, Surrey, Book Keeper. Jan 
12 at 2 at offices of Hill, Mincing lane 

Hodges, Peter, Key’s building:, Bow Common lane, Journeyman 
Butcher. Dec 31 at 3 at the London Joiot Stock Bank chambers, 
West Smithfield. Hubbard 


Hoégkins, William John, Aston-juxta-Birmingham, Warwick, 
Furnace Builder. Jan 5 at 10.30 at offices of James, 37, Temple st, 
Birmingham 


Hopkins, William, Pokesdown, Hants, Draper, Jan7 at 1 at offices of 
Miller, Nicholas st, Bristol. Sharp, Christchurch, Hants 
Inwood, Henry, ard Thomas Inwood, Edgware rd, Builders. Jan 8 
at 12 at offices of Wright & Pilley, Bedford row 
Jones, William, Aberdare, out of business. Jan 4 at 11 at offices of 
Howell, Canon st, Abardars 
Ke'sey, Edmund, Tyburn, nr Birmingham, Commission Agent. Jan 
18 at i2 at offices of Barbor & Garland, Argyle chambers, Colmore 
row, Birmingham 
Ketton, William, Hutton Rudby, York, Miler. Jan 5 at 11 at 13, 
Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees. Fawcett 
Kirk, George Eilam, Lockwood, nr Huddersfield, Engineer. Jan 1! at 
3 at offices of Barker & Sons, Estate buildings, Huddersfield 
Kyffin, John, Cefnmawr, Denbigh, Licensed Victualler. Jan 3 at 12 at 
offices of Sherratt, Brynyffynnon Lodge, Wrexham 
Lablache, Emilie Da Meric, Woburn place, Russell sq, Operatic 
Singer. Jan 11 at3 atthe Inns of Court Hotel, Holbora. Lumley 
and Lumley, Conduit st, Bondst | : 
Lyon, Thomas Henry, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Bulder, Jan 2 at 12 
at offices of Fa'lows, 12, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Mansfield, John, Wolverley st, Bethnal Green, Rope Manufacturer. 
Jan 7 at 3 at offices of Quilter, Fore st 
Marson, Lowson, Bridlington, York, Basket Maker. Jan 9 at 4 at 
offices of Cooper, Market place, Bridlington 
Martin, Henry, Exeter, Hairdresser. Jan 3 at 11 at offices of Fewings, 
Queen st, Exeter. Hartnoll Exeter 
Mason, Robert, Carlisle, Builder. Jan 4 at 11 at offices of Wannop, 
Carruthers court, Scotch st, Carlisle 
Mayrard, James, Bristol, Boarding House Keeper. Dec 29 at 11 at 
offices cf Andrews, Nicholas st, Bristol 
Melsn, Henry, Studley, Warwick, Brick Manufacturer. Jan 1 at 3 at 
Cflices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Messenger, Edward, Gateshead, Innkeeper. Dec 29 at 2 at offices of 
Macdonald, Mosley st, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 
Mewse, Samuel, Lowestoft, fisherman. Jan 16 at 11 at offices of 
Archer, London rd, Lowesto't 
Miles, Henry, Aston, nr Birmingham, Grocer. Jan 2 st 3 at offices of 
Wright and Marshal!, Town Hall chambera, New st, Birmingham 
Milner, Richard, Manchester, Underclothing Manufacturer, Jan 7 at 
3 at offices of Gardner, Cooper st, Manchester 
Nathan, Nathan, Covent garden market, Frait Salesman. Jan 10 at 12 
at Ashley’s Hotel, Maiden lane, Covent garden. Button and Co, 
Henrietta st 
Neeves, Benjamin George, Siuthborough, Kent, Grocer. Jaadatl? at 
tue Camden Hotel, Tunbridge Wels. Andrew and Cheale, Calverley 
Mount, Tunbridge Wells } i 
Nolan, James Edward, Portsmouth st, Lincoln’s inn fields, Licensed 
Victualler. Dec 31 at3 at the George the Fourth Public house, 
Portsmouth st. Tripp, Essex st, Strand 
Olden, Edward, Blakenhall, Stafford, Carpenter. Jan 5 at 11 at offices 
of Green, Corporation st, Wolverhampton 
Pa'mer, Frank, Cheltenham, Beer Retailer. Jan 7 at 10 at offices of 
Beard, Regent st, Cheltenham — 
Parker, Thomas, Aston, nr Birmingham, Shopkeeper. Jan 4 at3 at 
offices of Duke, Temple row, Birmingham 
Partridge, George, West Smithfield, Provision Merchant. Dee 29 atl 
at offices of Robinson, Charterhouse sq 
Piggferd, Jonathan, Newport, Mon, Contractor, Jan 3 at 11 at offices 
of Graham, Commercial st, Newport 
Pole, Edward, Smill heath, Birmingham, Beer Retailer. Dee 31 at 
at 10.15 at offices of East, Eldon chambers, Birmingham 
Pabbdings, John, Treorki, Glamorgan, Contractor. Jan 2 at 11 at offices 
ot Lewis, Glebeland st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Read, Isaac Alfred, Francis terrace, Hackney Wick, Designer. Jan 4 
at 3 at offices of Cooper, Chancery lane 
Redwood, George, Liverpool, Butcher, Jan 7 at 3 at offices of Ponton, 
Vernon cham Vernon st, Liver 
Richards, Edwin, Golborne rd, Notting hill, Boot Maker. Jan8 atl 
at offices of Orchard, John at, Bedford row 
Roberts, Edward, Devon Commercial rd, Wheelwright. Jaa 8 
at 11 at offices of Surridge Co, Lombard st 
Roberts, James, Camb: rm, Bethnal green, Plamber. Jan $ at3at 
cffices of ont 's Pond rd. Cooper, Chancery lane 
Roberts, Tho Nayworth, ae or, Jan 16 at Li at 
the Black H Hotel, Gainsbvoroug Plaskitt, Gainsdorough 
Robinson, William James, Bristol, out of business, Jan 5 at 1) at offices 





Eames, Thomas, Llunfairfechan, Carnarvon, Boot Maker. 
at the Liverpool Arms Hotel, Chester. Robdert 8, Bangor 





of Andrews, Nicholas at, Bristol 





